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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF 
PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed November 14, 2008 (hereinafter, "Office 
Action") and further pursuant to the Notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 
submitted herewith, Applicants respectfully request review and reconsideration of the Office 
Action in view of the following issues. 

1. The Asserted Combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers is Missing an 
Element of Each of Claims 1, 3-4, 9-12, 18-19, 21-23, 25-27, 3,4-35, 37-39, 42-45, 
53-60, 62-68, and 70-73 

Applicants traverse the rejections of claims 1, 3-4, 9-12, 18-19, 21-23, 25-27, 34-35, 37- 
39, 42-45, 53-60, 62-68, and 70-73, under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,766,175 B2 ("Uchiyama") in view of U.S. Application Publication No. 2004/0072544 Al 
("Alexis") in further view of U.S. Application Publication No. 2002/01 19800 Al ("Jaggers"). 
The cited portions of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers, individually or in combination, fail to 
disclose or suggest the specific combination of claim 1. For example, the cited portions of 
Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers do not disclose or suggest an apparatus comprising a digital 
interface module configured to receive data from a USB interface and to determine when the 
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data is to be provided to one of a wireless wide area network interface, a display control module, 
and a call control module, where the digital interface module is further configured to monitor 
information received at a wireless wide area network telephone interface to determine when 
received data is to be provided to one of a universal serial bus (USB) interface and a 
standardized input/output media interface, as in claim 1. 

The Office Action admits the combination of Uchiyama and Alexis does not explicitly 
disclose "having the feature(s) a universal serial bus (USB) interface configured to receive data 
from an external device, wherein the digital interface module is configured to receive the data 
from the USB interface and to determine when the data is to be provided to one of the wireless 
wide area network interface, the display control module and a call control module, where the 
digital interface module is further configured to monitor information received at the wireless 
wide area network telephone interface to determine . . . when received data is to be provided to 
one of the USB interface and a standardized input/output media interface." See Office Action, 
pages 6-7. 

In further contrast to claim 1, the cited portions of Jaggers describe an I/O interface 
controller 182 that sends video signals to the display 192 and is also coupled to USB Hub 193, 
which in turn is coupled to external I/O devices. See Jaggers at par. 28 and Fig. IB. The I/O 
interface controller of Jaggers does not determine when data is to be provided to one of a 
wireless wide area network interface, a display control module and a call control module. 
Further, the I/O interface of Jaggers does not monitor the information received at a wireless wide 
area network telephone interface to determine when received data is to be provided to one of the 
universal serial bus (USB) interface and a standardized input/output media interface. Therefore, 
the cited portions of Jaggers fail to disclose or suggest at least one element of claim 1 . 

Further, the cited portions of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers do not disclose or suggest a 
display control module configured to monitor information received at the wireless wide area 
network telephone interface at an alphanumeric keypad and at a digital interface module. The 
Office Action admits that Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having "a display control 
module configured to receive the outgoing text messages and to determine whether the outgoing 
text message should be visually displayed at the display and to monitor information received at 
the wireless wide area network telephone interface at an alphanumeric keypad and a digital 
interface module." See Office Action, page 4. The Office Action asserts that Alexis discloses 
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the features of the display control module. See Office Action, page 5. The Office Action does 
not cite portions of Jaggers for disclosing this element of claim L The cited portions of Alexis 
describe displaying data stored in memory on a display connected to base unit 204. See Alexis, 
paragraph 0079. The base unit of Alexis does not monitor information received at a wireless 
wide area network interface at an alphanumeric keypad and a digital interface module because 
the alphanumeric keypad is for making and receiving calls without the handset. See Alexis, 
paragraph 0049. That is, the alphanumeric keypad of Alexis is a handset interface , not a wireless 
wide area network interface. Claim 1 is thus allowable for this additional reason. Claims 3, 4, 9- 
12, 18, 19, and 53-60 depend from claim 1. Accordingly, claims 3, 4, 942, 18, 19, and 53-60 
are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 1 . 

The cited portions of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers, individually or in combination, fail 
to disclose or suggest the specific combination of claim 27. The Office Action admits that the 
combination of Uchiyama and Alexis does not disclose "monitoring the information included in 
an outgoing text communication signal at a digital interface module coupled to a first interface of 
a base station to determine when the monitored information should be provided to one of a 
universal serial bus (USB) interface or a standardized input/output media interface," as in claim 
27. See Office Action, page 19. In further contrast to claim 27, the cited portions of Jaggers 
describe an I/O interface controller 182 that sends video signals to the display 192 and is also 
coupled to USB Hub 193, which in turn is coupled to external I/O devices. See Jaggers at 
paragraph 28 and Fig. IB. The I/O interface controller of Jaggers does not monitor outgoing text 
communication signals and determine when the monitored information should be provided to a 
USB interface or a standardized input/output media interface. Therefore, the cited portions of 
Jaggers do not disclose or suggest monitoring the information included in an outgoing text 
communication signal at a display control module coupled to a first interface of a base station to 
determine when the monitored information should be provided to one of a universal serial bus 
(USB) interface or a standardized input/output media interface, as in claim 27. Hence, claim 27 
is allowable. Claims 34-36 and 62-68 depend from claim 27. Accordingly, claims 34-36 and 
62-68 are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 27. 

The cited portions of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers, individually or in combination, fail 
to disclose or suggest the specific combination of claim 37. For example, the cited portions of 
Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers do not disclose or suggest initiating from a base station a data call 
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to be made from a wireless wide area network telephone in response to receiving an outgoing 
data call request signal from a wireless local area network and transferring data communicated 
from an external device through a USB interface to at least one of an interface module, a display 
control module or a call control module, as in claim 37. The Office Action admits that the 
combination of Uchiyama and Alexis does not disclose "transferring the data communicated 
from the external device through the USB interface to at least one of an interface module, a 
display control module or a call control module." See Office Action, page 24. 

In further contrast to claim 37, the cited portions of Jaggers describe a wireless 
communication device docking station that can be connected to an external data connection. See 
Jaggers, paragraph 0003 1 . The cited portions of Jaggers disclose determining if the dock is 
connected to an external data comiection, but does not disclose transferring data from the 
external data connection to the wireless communication device. See Jaggers, paragraph 0031. In 
addition, the cited portions of Jaggers disclose that if the dock is connected to an external data 
connection, WAP data is directed from dock I/O interface controller instead of the RF 
transceiver of the wireless communication device. See Jaggers, paragraph 0031. The cited 
portions of Jaggers do not allow WAP data to be received from the wireless communication 
device while the docking station is connected to the external data connection. Thus, a call is not 
allowed to be made from the wireless communication device when the docking station is 
connected to an external data connection. Therefore, the cited portions of Jaggers do not 
disclose or suggest initiating from the base station a data call to be made from a wireless wide 
area network telephone in response to receiving an outgoing data call request signal from a 
wireless local area network and transferring data communicated from an external device through 
the USB interface to at least one of an interface module, a display control module or a call 
control module, as in claim 37. Hence, claim 37 is allowable. Claims 38, 39, 42-45, and 70-73 
depend from claim 37. Accordingly, claims 38, 39, 42-45, and 70-73 are also allowable, at least 
by virtue of their dependence from claim 37. 

2. The Asserted Combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers is Missing an 
Element of Each of Claims 24, 36, and 46 

Applicants traverse the rejections of claims 24, 36, and 46, under 35 U.S. C. §103 (a), as 
being anticipated by Uchiyama in view of Alexis in further view of Jaggers and U.S. Application 
Publication No. 2002/0111190 Al ("Harrison"). Claims 24, 36 and 46 depend from claims 1, 
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27, and 37 respectively. As discussed above, the cited portions of Uchiyama, Alexis, and 
Jaggers fail to disclose or suggest at least one element of each of claims 1, 27, and 37. The cited 
portions of Harrison do not disclose or suggest the elements of claim 1, 27, and 37 not disclosed 
or suggested by the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers. Instead, the cited portions of 
Harrison describe a base station that allows data from a PDA to be downloaded for back up 
storage in case the PDA becomes subsequently damaged. See Harrison, paragraph 0002. The 
cited portions of Harrison fail to disclose or suggest determining when data is to be provided to 
one of a wireless wide area network interface, a display control module, and a call control 
module (as in claim 1); or monitoring information included in an outgoing text communication 
signal at a digital interface module coupled to the first interface of the base station to determine 
when the monitored information should be provided to one of a universal serial bus (USB) 
interface or a standardized input/output media interface (as in claim 27); or transferring the data 
communicated from the external device through the USB interface to at least one of an interface 
module, a display control module or a call control module (as in claim 37). Hence, claims 24, 
36, and 46 are allowable. 



Applicants have pointed out specific elements of the claims not disclosed, suggested, or 
rendered obvious by the cited portions of the references applied in the Office Action. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the 
objections and rejections, as well as an indication of the allowability of each of the pending 
claims. The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
listed below if such a call would in any way facilitate allowance of this application. The 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-2469. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 





Attorney for Applicants 
TOLER LAW GROUP, IP 
8500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite A201 
Austin, Texas 78759 

(512) 327-5515 (phone) (512) 327-5575 (fax) 



Page 5 of 5 



U.S.App.No.: 10/602,552 



